[A] 


[A] 


VII. YERUSHALMI MEGILLAH 1:7 


THERE IS NO DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ONE WHO IS PROHIBITED BY VOW FROM 
DERIVING [GENERAL] BENEFIT FROM HIS FELLOW AND ONE WHO IS PROHIBITED 
BY VOW FROM DERIVING FOOD FROM HIS FELLOW, EXCEPT FOR SETTING FOOT 
IN HIS HOUSE AND USING UTENSILS OF HIS WHICH ARE NOT FOR PREPARING 
FOOD [PROHIBITED IN THE FORMER CASE]. THERE IS NO DIFFERENCE BETWEEN 
VOWS AND FREEWILL OFFERING, EXCEPT THAT ONE IS OBLIGATED TO REPLACE 
ANIMALS DESIGNATED IN FULFILLMENT OF VOWS IF THEY DIE OR ARE STOLEN, 
WHILE ONE IS NOT OBLIGATED TO REPLACE ANIMALS SET ASIDE IN 
FULFILLMENT OF FREEWILL OFFERINGS (iF THEY DIE OR ARE STOLEN]. 


1:1: Lo, something in which food is prepared is forbidden [in line with 
M. 1:7]. [Why should this be the case?] Did he not take a vow [only 
not to eat] food? Said R. Simeon b. Laqish, “Thus is the meaning of 
the Mishnah rule: There is no difference between him who is forbidden 
by vow from enjoying any benefit from his fellow and him who is 
forbidden by vow from deriving benefit from food from him [which 
includes things used in the preparation of food].” So too did a member 
of the house of Rabbi state: He who is forbidden by vow from deriving 
food from his fellow — the fellow should not lend him a sifter, sieve, 
millstone, or oven [M. Ned. 4:1C]. 


1:2: What is [an animal pledged] by a vow concerning which they have 
spoken? “Lo, I pledge myself to bring a burnt offering.” What is [an 
animal pledged] as a freewill offering, concerning which they have 
spoken? “Lo, this beast is a freewill offering.” 


VIII. YERUSHALMI MEGILLAH 1:8 


THERE IS NO DIFFERENCE BETWEEN A ZAB WHO SUFFERS TWO APPEARANCES OF 
FLUX AND ONE WHO SUFFERS THREE EXCEPT FOR THE REQUIREMENT OF AN 
OFFERING [FOR THE LATTER]. 


I:1: [Reference is to M. Zab. 2:2: If he saw the first flow of flux, they 
examine him. In the case of the second they examine him (to find out 
whether the flux was natural or accidental; in the former instance he 
imparts uncleanness to things on which he sits or lies.) In the case of a 
third flux they do not examine him. R. Eleazar says, “Even in the third 
instance they do examine him, on account of the question of whether 
or not he has to bring a sacrifice.” ] Said R. Judah bar Pazzi, “[The 


